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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed Sept. 20, 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

In re page 8, applicants state that it is not clear from the Office Action whether 
source ID and destination ID constitute the "list of resources involved in accomplishing 
the action" recited in claim 1 . 

In response, when cited the columns and lines including the source ID and the 
destination ID of the applied reference, the source ID and the destination ID are the 
claimed "list of resources involved in accomplishing the action" recited in claim 1. 

In re pages 8-9, applicants argue that no description of the reference that 
corresponds to the claimed that the request for programming an action includes a list of 
resources involved in accomplishing that action and that a verification of the availability 
of these resources at a time indicated in the request is checked because the protocols 
of the reference have nothing to do with the availability of resources listed in the request 
sent by the source node for the simple reason that the source node of James et al has 
no knowledge of what adapters and bridges are on the way to the destination node - 
adapters and bridges are transparent for the source node, and therefor, obviously 
cannot be listed as "resources" in the request sent by an application as recited in claim 
1 and the reference does not teach or suggest carrying out verification for availability of 
a resource at a time when the action is to be carried out, a corresponding time 
information being sent in the request since the subaction does not specify such an 



Application/Control Number: 09/719,182 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2616 

information (see col. 7, lines 32-67) and since the bridges or adapters do not process 
such an information. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. As stated in the above the 
claimed "listed sources" are the source ID and destination ID of the reference. James et 
al discloses from col. 12, line 67 to col. 13, line 3 that "In one embodiment, the 
precedence information identifies the age of the subaction based on a time stamp such 
that the oldest packets are processed first". From the above passage, it is clear that the 
request does have the time information (time stamp). The busy/retry and reject/resent 
protocols of the reference are preformed at a time when the action is to be carried out. 

In re page 9, applicants argue, finally, that what is transmitted to the sending 
node seems to be only an indication of whether a subaction was processed or not by a 
bridge or an adapter, not a message of acceptance or refusal of the programming of an 
action depending on the result of a verification of the availability of the resources at a 
specified time as indicated in the request. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. The busy/retry and 
reject/resent protocols of the reference as disclosed cols. 8-9 will return the 
acknowledge message. Thus, the busy/retry and reject/resent protocols anticipated the 
last limitation of claim 1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by James 
et al (US 6,108,739) as set forth in the last Office Action. 

Regarding claim 1 , James et al discloses a process for programming actions of 
resources in a network of domestic devices (Fig. 1), including the steps of: 

sending a request for programming an action by a client application to a manager 
of preprogrammed actions of a device of the network, the programming request 
including a set of parameters defining the action including a time indication and a list of 
resources involved in accomplishing the action (transactions disclosed in col. 6, lines 
54-61 , the request subaction having targeted, transaction label, transaction label, 
sourceld disclosed in col. 7, lines 24-67, and the time stamp disclosed from col. 12, line 
57 to col. 13, line 3), 

verification by the actions manager of the availability of the resources involved in 
accomplishing the action at a time when the action is to be carried out, a corresponding 
time information being sent in the request (request/resend protocol, reject/resend 
protocol, busy/retry protocol, CONFLICT, and COMPLETE disclosed col. 8, line 51 to 
col. 9, line 34 and the time stamp disclosed from col. 12, line 57 to col. 13, line 3), 

transmission to the client application of a message of acceptance or of refusal of 
the programming of the action on the part of the preprogrammed actions manager 
depending on the result of the verification (request/resend protocol, reject/resend 
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protocol, busy/retry protocol, CONFLICT, and COMPLETE disclosed col. 8, line 51 to 
col. 9, line 34). 

Regarding claim 2, James et al also discloses the claimed wherein the client 
application selects a preprogrammed action manager situated in a device other than the 
client application itself (the bridge 24 disclosed in col. 8, lines 45-50 and responder 
disclosed in col. 7, lines 23-30). 

Regarding claim 3, James et al discloses the claimed of step of storage by each 
resource involved of its timetable with respect to the action (program instructions stored 
in memories 16 disclosed in col. 6, lines 20-34 and the time stamp disclosed from col. 
12, line 57 to col. 13, line 3). 

Regarding claim 4, James et al discloses the claimed wherein the verification 
step comprises sending a request, by the preprogrammed actions manager, to each 
resource involved, for ascertaining the availability of the resources involved in view of 
their respective reservation timetables (request/resend protocol, reject/resend protocol, 
busy/retry protocol, CONFLICT, and COMPLETE disclosed col. 8, line 51 to col. 9, line 
34 and time stamp disclosed from col. 12, line 57 to col. 13, line 3). 

Regarding claim 5, James et al discloses the claimed wherein, at the time 
specified in the request, the preprogrammed actions manager performs the following 
tasks: 

reservation of the resources involved (the bridge 24 disclosed in col. 8, lines 45- 
50 and request/resend protocol, reject/resend protocol, busy/retry protocol, CONFLICT, 
and COMPLETE disclosed col. 8, line 51 to col. 9, line 34); 
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establishment of the resource involved (the bridge 24 disclosed in col. 8, lines 
45-50 and request/resend protocol, reject/resend protocol, busy/retry protocol, 
CONFLICT, and COMPLETE disclosed col. 8, line 51 to col. 9, line 34); 

instigating of the commands with the resources involved (the bridge 24 disclosed 
in col. 8, lines 45-50 and request/resend protocol, reject/resend protocol, busy/retry 
protocol, CONFLICT, and COMPLETE disclosed col. 8, line 51 to col. 9, line 34). 

Regarding claim 6, James et al discloses the claimed wherein the request 
comprises a start time of the action (the time stamp disclosed from col. 12, line 57 to 
col. 13, line 3). 

Regarding claim 7, James et al discloses the claimed wherein the request 
comprises an end time of the action (the time stamp disclosed from col. 12, line 57 to 
col. 13, line 3). 

Regarding claim 8, James et al discloses the claimed wherein the request 
comprises a data item identifying a periodicity of the action (the bridge 24 disclosed in 
col. 8, lines 45-50 and request/resend protocol, reject/resend protocol, busy/retry 
protocol, CONFLICT, and COMPLETE disclosed col. 8, line 51 to col. 9, line 34). 

Regarding claim 9, James et al discloses the claimed wherein the request 
comprises a list of connections to be established before the action is initiated 
(transactions disclosed in col. 6, lines 54-61, the request subaction having targeted, 
transaction label, transaction label, sourceld disclosed in col. 7, lines 24-67, and the 
time stamp disclosed from col. 12, line 57 to col. 13, line 3). 
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Regarding claim 10, James et al discloses the claimed wherein the verification 
step comprises the step of sending, to a device control manager of a given resource 
listed in the request, action parameters corresponding to the resource, wherein the 
device control manager acts as an intermediary between the preprogrammed actions 
manager and the given resource (request/resend protocol, reject/resend protocol, 
busy/retry protocol, CONFLICT, and COMPLETE disclosed col. 8, line 51 to col. 9, line 
34 and time stamp disclosed from col. 12, line 57 to col. 13, line 3). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , James et al discloses the claimed the step of providing an 
identifier of an action by the preprogrammed action manager to the requesting 
application in case the action is accepted (request/resend protocol, reject/resend 
protocol, busy/retry protocol, CONFLICT, and COMPLETE disclosed col. 8, line 51 to 
col. 9, line 34 and time stamp disclosed from col. 12, line 57 to col. 13, line 3). 

Claim 12 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 1 above. 

Claim 13 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 2 above. 

Claim 14 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 6 above. 

Claim 15 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 7 above. 

Claim 16 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 8 above. 

Claim 17 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 9 above. 

Claim 18 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 1 above. 

Claim 19 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 4 above. 

Regarding claim 20, James et al discloses the claimed wherein the verification 
step comprises the step of sending, to a device control manager of a given resource 
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listed in the request, action parameters corresponding to the resource, wherein the 
device control manager acts as an intermediary between the preprogrammed actions 
manager and the given resource (request/resend protocol, reject/resend protocol, 
busy/retry protocol, CONFLICT, and COMPLETE disclosed col. 8, line 51 to col. 9, line 
34 and time stamp disclosed from col. 12, line 57 to col. 13, line 3). 

Regarding claim 21 , James et al discloses the claimed step of providing an 
identifier of an action by the preprogrammed action manager to the requesting 
application in case the action is accepted (request/resend protocol, reject/resend 
protocol, busy/retry protocol, CONFLICT, and COMPLETE disclosed col. 8, line 51 to 
col. 9, line 34 and time stamp disclosed from col. 12, line 57 to col. 13, line 3). 
4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thai Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7382. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. to Friday, 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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